UPLOAD C:\Documents and Settings\Dwjackso\Desktop\Moneta FOIA\RE FW Casper Star
Tribune Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future.msg

Dan Jackson 08/22/2013 02:08 PM

Dan Jackson

D - RE FW Casper Star Tribune Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future.msg



RE: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future

		From

		Jackson, Dan

		To

		Tiago, Joseph

		Recipients

		Tiago.Joseph@epa.gov



Hi Joe:  ...the Governor?...though I’m not certain, I think it probably had to do with the following from Mrs. Nelson’s email below: 



 



Today the Commission heard about 3 hours of testimony on the Madison exemption.  Gov Mead was present and we have a new Commissioner also.  They asked to be provided the background of the matter since neither was here before. The Gov and 2 commissioners voted to affirm the earlier decision to grant the exemption, and 2 commissioners voted against it.



 



 



From: Tiago, Joseph 
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2013 7:12 AM
To: Jackson, Dan
Subject: RE: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



 



Hi Dan,



 



How is it that the Casper published an article at 5:00 AM on March 12 talking about DEQ's potential opposition to the Encana's project with emphasis on water preservation, and at 9:00 PM of the same day, published another article about WYDEQ approval of the proposed project? What changed in a day?



 



=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=
Joe Tiago, MS, MPH, Environmental Scientist
US Environmental Protection Agency HQ
Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water
Drinking Water Protection Division (4606M)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Phone:  (202) 564-0340 
Fax:       (202) 564-3756
Email:   tiago.joseph@epa.gov
=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=



  _____  


From: Jackson, Dan
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 10:13 AM
To: Tiago, Joseph
Subject: FW: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



Joe – This is an FYI only... Here is some recent news regarding a Class II disposal well related aquifer exemption in Wyoming.  The proposed exemption is not a substantial revision per Guidance 34, and the Region is still looking at the information and has not made any decision yet.  We’re making plans to brief our acting RA very soon, especially since the WY Governor has engaged in the issue.  



 



 



http://trib.com/business/energy/wyoming-regulators-ok-encana-aquifer-waste-well/article_b3763b25-f3e4-5132-9461-c0da165dcb8c.html



 



 



From: Minter, Douglas 
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 7:08 AM
To: Hoskie, Sadie
Cc: Mylott, Richard; Bowling, Linda; Jackson, Dan; Chin, Lucita
Subject: FW: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



 



Sadie:  as follow up from our meeting with Kate, here is the latest on the yesterday afternoon’s hearing on Encana from Janie Nelson, UIC Class II Program Director for the WOGCC.  We can include this information in our briefing document, but you may wish to pass this on to Kate and others before we brief them.



 



The Commission will be expecting to hear from EPA before their April 8th hearing.



 



Douglas K. Minter



UIC Team Leader



USEPA Region 8



(303) 312-6079



 



From: Janie Nelson [mailto:janie.nelson@wyo.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Minter, Douglas
Subject: Re: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



 



Yes.  That's the article.  The press didn't see the DEQ letter of March 8th until today when it was entered as an exhibit.



 



Today the Commission heard about 3 hours of testimony on the Madison exemption.  Gov Mead was present and we have a new Commissioner also.  They asked to be provided the background of the matter since neither was here before.  Then Encana entered the responses to EPA and DEQ questions into the record.  They answered a number of questions from the Commissioners.  Encana's attorney said they were hoping to meet with EPA at some time in the process.  The Gov and 2 commissioners voted to affirm the earlier decision to grant the exemption, and 2 commissioners voted against it.



 



Janie



 



 



On Tue, Mar 12, 2013 at 1:37 PM, Minter, Douglas <Minter.Douglas@epa.gov> wrote:



Janie:  was this the article you were referring to earlier today?  Did the press miss DEQ’s follow up letter of March 8th subsequently removing their objections and recommending certain stipulations to the Commission?



 



Douglas K. Minter



UIC Team Leader



USEPA Region 8



(303) 312-6079



 



From: Mylott, Richard 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 1:16 PM
To: Minter, Douglas; Boomgaard, Craig; Cantor, Howard; Hoskie, Sadie; Watchman-Moore, Derrith; Chin, Lucita
Cc: Smith, Paula; McClain-Vanderpool, Lisa
Subject: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



 



Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



darrell.ehrlick@trib.com



(0) Comments



Oil and water — two things Wyoming can’t live without.



These are two things that have shaped the history of Wyoming and will continue to shape its future.



So what does the state do when those two things come into conflict?



That’s just the sort of tension that’s existed in the controversy about the Pavillion-area drinking water. And, now it’s at the heart of whether Encana Gas and Oil can pump water from its operations into the Madison geological formation, about 60 miles west of Casper.



The state’s Department of Environmental Quality has already submitted a letter opposing the project, noting that while the water is not used or even very feasible by today’s standards, it might be water needed for the future.



With a growing demand for water, especially in the Rocky Mountain West, finding usable water is indeed precious and no small challenge.



That’s really at the heart of the issue.



Encana claims the water is twice the recommended limit for dissolved minerals in drinking water. The company says the water also contains a cocktail of arsenic, radium, lead and mercury, making it undrinkable.



Meanwhile, the DEQ also says that the Madison formation is part of a system that furnishes water to many towns and cities. Contamination in one part of the formation could mean literally poisoning the water hole.



That’s why we believe stopping this particular Encana project, though there might be a very real economic impact, is not only essential for the Wyoming of today, but also the Wyoming of the future.



While the water from this particular area is miles from cities and towns which would use it, today’s technologies and needs aren’t the needs of the Wyoming in the future. It may someday be feasible — or necessary — to transport that water. Moreover, purification and filtration also might mean that water with more dissolved solids can be treated economically in the future at these levels. We simply don’t know. How many people in 1973 — 40 years ago — could have imagined surfing the Internet on a mobile phone? Times, technologies and needs change.



But even if you believe there will never be a time when that water will be needed, then residents should be concerned for the water they already have.



The Madison formation provides water to many communities. It stretches into Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Wyoming and much of western South Dakota, including Rapid City and Spearfish which are dependent on it for drinking water.



The problem is that geologists and Encana can’t say for certain that pumping well water in a remote part of Wyoming won’t contaminate drinking water for large numbers of people — some of whom may not even live in this state.



Because of the risk and potential for great harm, the state of Wyoming should really have no other option than to deny this permit. It’s just too big of a risk with no guarantees. And, if something goes wrong, what’s the back-up plan? How do we just find more water for affected communities in the dry West? Or how do we start treating water that has been polluted?



We hope there is another way for Encana to proceed without having to pump water into the Madison formation. But even if there’s not, this could be a potential health threat and public safety concern.



We applaud the DEQ for raising this serious concern and watching out for what could shift from being a discussion about natural resources to a conversation about an environmental disaster.



 



 



 

E-Mail to and from me, in connection with the transaction 

of public business, is subject to the Wyoming Public Records 

Act and may be disclosed to third parties.

 



smime.p7m

Hi Joe:  ...the Governor?...though I’m not certain, I think it probably had to do with the following from Mrs. Nelson’s email below: 



 



Today the Commission heard about 3 hours of testimony on the Madison exemption.  Gov Mead was present and we have a new Commissioner also.  They asked to be provided the background of the matter since neither was here before. The Gov and 2 commissioners voted to affirm the earlier decision to grant the exemption, and 2 commissioners voted against it.



 



 



From: Tiago, Joseph 
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2013 7:12 AM
To: Jackson, Dan
Subject: RE: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future





 



Hi Dan,



 



How is it that the Casper published an article at 5:00 AM on March 12 talking about DEQ's potential opposition to the Encana's project with emphasis on water preservation, and at 9:00 PM of the same day, published another article about WYDEQ approval of the proposed project? What changed in a day?



 



=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=
Joe Tiago, MS, MPH, Environmental Scientist
US Environmental Protection Agency HQ
Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water
Drinking Water Protection Division (4606M)
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Phone:  (202) 564-0340 
Fax:       (202) 564-3756
Email:   tiago.joseph@epa.gov
=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=







From: Jackson, Dan
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 10:13 AM
To: Tiago, Joseph
Subject: FW: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future




Joe – This is an FYI only... Here is some recent news regarding a Class II disposal well related aquifer exemption in Wyoming.  The proposed exemption is not a substantial revision per Guidance 34, and the Region is still looking at the information and has not made any decision yet.  We’re making plans to brief our acting RA very soon, especially since the WY Governor has engaged in the issue.  



 



 



http://trib.com/business/energy/wyoming-regulators-ok-encana-aquifer-waste-well/article_b3763b25-f3e4-5132-9461-c0da165dcb8c.html



 



 



From: Minter, Douglas 
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2013 7:08 AM
To: Hoskie, Sadie
Cc: Mylott, Richard; Bowling, Linda; Jackson, Dan; Chin, Lucita
Subject: FW: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future





 



Sadie:  as follow up from our meeting with Kate, here is the latest on the yesterday afternoon’s hearing on Encana from Janie Nelson, UIC Class II Program Director for the WOGCC.  We can include this information in our briefing document, but you may wish to pass this on to Kate and others before we brief them.



 



The Commission will be expecting to hear from EPA before their April 8th hearing.



 



Douglas K. Minter



UIC Team Leader



USEPA Region 8



(303) 312-6079



 



From: Janie Nelson [mailto:janie.nelson@wyo.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 4:03 PM
To: Minter, Douglas
Subject: Re: FW: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future




 



Yes.  That's the article.  The press didn't see the DEQ letter of March 8th until today when it was entered as an exhibit.



 




Today the Commission heard about 3 hours of testimony on the Madison exemption.  Gov Mead was present and we have a new Commissioner also.  They asked to be provided the background of the matter since neither was here before.  Then Encana entered the responses to EPA and DEQ questions into the record.  They answered a number of questions from the Commissioners.  Encana's attorney said they were hoping to meet with EPA at some time in the process.  The Gov and 2 commissioners voted to affirm the earlier decision to grant the exemption, and 2 commissioners voted against it.




 




Janie




 




 



On Tue, Mar 12, 2013 at 1:37 PM, Minter, Douglas <Minter.Douglas@epa.gov> wrote:



Janie:  was this the article you were referring to earlier today?  Did the press miss DEQ’s follow up letter of March 8th subsequently removing their objections and recommending certain stipulations to the Commission?



 



Douglas K. Minter



UIC Team Leader



USEPA Region 8



(303) 312-6079




 



From: Mylott, Richard 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2013 1:16 PM
To: Minter, Douglas; Boomgaard, Craig; Cantor, Howard; Hoskie, Sadie; Watchman-Moore, Derrith; Chin, Lucita
Cc: Smith, Paula; McClain-Vanderpool, Lisa
Subject: Casper Star Tribune: Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future





 



Water must be preserved for Wyoming's future



darrell.ehrlick@trib.com



(0) Comments



Oil and water — two things Wyoming can’t live without.



These are two things that have shaped the history of Wyoming and will continue to shape its future.



So what does the state do when those two things come into conflict?



That’s just the sort of tension that’s existed in the controversy about the Pavillion-area drinking water. And, now it’s at the heart of whether Encana Gas and Oil can pump water from its operations into the Madison geological formation, about 60 miles west of Casper.



The state’s Department of Environmental Quality has already submitted a letter opposing the project, noting that while the water is not used or even very feasible by today’s standards, it might be water needed for the future.



With a growing demand for water, especially in the Rocky Mountain West, finding usable water is indeed precious and no small challenge.



That’s really at the heart of the issue.



Encana claims the water is twice the recommended limit for dissolved minerals in drinking water. The company says the water also contains a cocktail of arsenic, radium, lead and mercury, making it undrinkable.



Meanwhile, the DEQ also says that the Madison formation is part of a system that furnishes water to many towns and cities. Contamination in one part of the formation could mean literally poisoning the water hole.



That’s why we believe stopping this particular Encana project, though there might be a very real economic impact, is not only essential for the Wyoming of today, but also the Wyoming of the future.



While the water from this particular area is miles from cities and towns which would use it, today’s technologies and needs aren’t the needs of the Wyoming in the future. It may someday be feasible — or necessary — to transport that water. Moreover, purification and filtration also might mean that water with more dissolved solids can be treated economically in the future at these levels. We simply don’t know. How many people in 1973 — 40 years ago — could have imagined surfing the Internet on a mobile phone? Times, technologies and needs change.



But even if you believe there will never be a time when that water will be needed, then residents should be concerned for the water they already have.



The Madison formation provides water to many communities. It stretches into Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Wyoming and much of western South Dakota, including Rapid City and Spearfish which are dependent on it for drinking water.



The problem is that geologists and Encana can’t say for certain that pumping well water in a remote part of Wyoming won’t contaminate drinking water for large numbers of people — some of whom may not even live in this state.



Because of the risk and potential for great harm, the state of Wyoming should really have no other option than to deny this permit. It’s just too big of a risk with no guarantees. And, if something goes wrong, what’s the back-up plan? How do we just find more water for affected communities in the dry West? Or how do we start treating water that has been polluted?



We hope there is another way for Encana to proceed without having to pump water into the Madison formation. But even if there’s not, this could be a potential health threat and public safety concern.



We applaud the DEQ for raising this serious concern and watching out for what could shift from being a discussion about natural resources to a conversation about an environmental disaster.
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Act and may be disclosed to third parties.



 























